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DETAILED ACTION 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
10/02/07 has been entered. In the RCE filed on 10/02/2007, the following have 
occurred: claims 1, 2, 3 and 8 have been amended, and claim 1-11 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. The 
specification as originally filed does not provide support for the invention as now 
claimed In particular in claims 1, 2, 3, and 8 "so that while specific knowledge 
of the past activities are known by the seller, the past activities are not 
directly associated with specific identity of the entity." The examiner 
searched the length and breath of the applicant's disclosure but failed to find a 
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single passage that mentions "a seller, and/or the seller " let alone the 
limitation so that while specific knowledge of the past activities are known 
by the seller." Clearly, applicant's specification as originally filed does not 
provide support for the invention as now claimed. 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. In particular claims 1,2,3, and 8 
recite the limitation "wherein a specific identity of the entity is kept private so 
that while specific knowledge of the past activities are known by the seller, 
the past activities are not directly associated with specific identity of the 
entity." It is unclear to the examiner what seller the applicant is referring to. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

6. Claims 1-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Krsul et al (Krsul hereinafter, US PAT: 5,839,119) in view of applicant's disclosed 

prior art (see the background of the invention, also see fig. 1 of applicant's 

enclosed drawing). 

Re claims 1. Krsul discloses a computer-readable medium having stored thereon a 
data structure comprising: information identifying a secret share of a finite set of secret 
shares (i.e., Bank 18 makes an entry in this database for every buyer-seller pair with 
outstanding, valid electronic tokens. Bank 18 assigns a unique identifier, which we shall 
call a purse identifier, to the group of electronic tokens just generated. Banks 18 then 
notes the purse identifier in its database entry for this buyer-seller pair, as well as all of 
the session serial numbers of those electronic tokens. Bank 18 also stores the address 
of seller 17 in the database entry in case buyer 16 should wish to redeem unspent 
electronic token halves. That done, bank 18 advances to step 1026 from step 
1025, see col.8 lines 17-45, specifically see col. 8 lines 35-45, also see col.2 lines 19- 
48); and a secret share profile associated with the secret share and comprising a set of 
activities associated with the secret share, the set of activities corresponding to at least 
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one activity conducted within a commerce system by at least a portion of a plurality of 
entities within a commerce system (i.e., the present invention result from splitting the 
electronic tokens in half using secret splitting. Secret splitting splits a secret, in this 
case the value of electronic token, into multiple pieces. None of the parties to the 
secret can learn the secret without all cooperating with one another to combine their 
secret pieces. Each secret piece is valueless on its own, as well as meaningless to 
anyone without all the other secret pieces. Because each electronic token half is 
valueless by itself, buyer 16 is protected from unauthorized redemptions of electronic 
tokens by seller 17. When session serial numbers are added to the electronic token 
halves, both bank 18 and buyer 17 are protected from double spending. Referring 
again to FIGS. 4A and 4B, for simplicity steps 1018-1024 show only one electronic 
token being split in half at a time; however, the present invention is consistent with 
many electronic tokens being split at once. First, during step 1020, bank 18 selects one 
of the signed electronic tokens to be split using secret splitting, see col. 7 lines 45-65, 
also see col. 2 lines 19-48) (see the summary of the invention and the abstract), and 
wherein association of the activities with the plurality of secret shares facilitates 
anonymous transactions and anonymous recommendations (see col.6 lines 40-48), 
and wherein a specific identity of the entity is kept private so that while specific 
knowledge of the past activities are known by the seller, the past activities are 
not directly associated with specific identity of the entity (i.e., anonymity, see col.6 
lines 40-48). Krsul does not explicitly disclose at least one recommendation generated 
for a given entity associated with the secret shares based on the entity's past activities 
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and an intersection of sets of activities associated with the entity's secret shares as an 
estimated activities list, and found in each set of activities associated with each secret 
share of the given entity's secret shares are included in the estimated activities list, 
wherein activities found in less than all of the sets of activities associated with the 
entity's secret shares are excluded; and recommendation accuracy controlled by 
modifying usage, number of activities and a size of a number of possible secret share 
sets for any given entity identity. However, the disclosed prior art discloses generating 
at least one recommendation for a given entity based on the entity's past activities and 
an intersection of sets of activities as an estimated activities list (i.e., Based on the 
knowledge of what products or services are being acquired, the provider 104 can often 
supply one or more recommendations to the entity. That is, if an entity purchases, for 
example, tickets to a classical music concert, the provider may be able to recommend 
other classical music concerts or even other products, such as recordings of classical 
music. As providers become more familiar with additional specific activities performed 
by specific entities within the electronic commerce system (i.e., develop profiles about 
the entities), they can further refine their recommendations so as to provide more 
targeted or relevant recommendations with increased likelihood that the specific 
entities will follow up on the recommendations, see paras 0004 of the background of 
the invention); and recommendation accuracy controlled by modifying usage, number 
of activities for any given entity identity (i.e., As providers become more familiar with 
additional specific activities performed by specific entities within the electronic 
commerce system (i.e., develop profiles about the entities), they can further refine their 
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recommendations so as to provide more targeted or relevant recommendations with 
increased likelihood that the specific entities will follow up on the recommendations. 
While specific knowledge of a given entity's on-line activities may be valuable to the 
provider as a source of providing recommendations, see paras 0004 of the background 
of the invention). Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the secret splitting scheme disclosed by krsul with the old and well-known 
recommendation technique disclosed in the applicant's background of the invention 
and fig. 1 to associate the recommendation with the secret shares of the entity, since 
Krsul already discloses secret shares via secret splitting, to provide security and low 
transaction overhead for both buyers and sellers, while still providing buyer anonymity. 

Re claims 2. Claim 2 recites similar limitations to claim 1 and thus rejected using the 

same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 1 . 

Re claims 3 and 5. Krsul further discloses a method operating in a computer 
environment for a commerce system comprising a plurality of entities each having an 
associated entity identity that is stored as a plurality of secret shares amongst at least a 
portion of a plurality of shareholders (buyers and sellers) (i.e., Bank 18 makes an entry 
in this database for every buyer-seller pair with outstanding, valid electronic tokens. 
Bank 18 assigns a unique identifier, which we shall call a purse identifier, to the group of 
electronic tokens just generated. Banks 18 then notes the purse identifier in its 
database entry for this buyer-seller pair, as well as all of the session serial numbers of 
those electronic tokens. Bank 18 also stores the address of seller 1 7 in the database 
entry in case buyer 16 should wish to redeem unspent electronic token halves. That 
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done, bank 18 advances to step 1026 from step 1025, see col.8 lines 17-45, specifically 
see col.8 lines 35-45, also see col.2 lines 19-48), wherein each plurality of secret shares 
comprises a subset of a finite set of secret share values (i.e. Secret splitting splits a 
secret, in this case the value of electronic token, into multiple pieces, see col. 7 lines 45- 
55, also see col.2 lines 18-48), a method for estimating activities of a first entity of the 
plurality of entities, the method comprising: associating, for each entity of the plurality of 
entities, at least one activity conducted by the entity within the commerce system with 
each of the plurality of secret shares used to store the entity identity corresponding to 
the entity such that each secret share of the finite set of secret share values has 
associated therewith a set of activities from at least a portion of the plurality of entities; 
and generating, for the first entity, an estimated activities list comprising an intersection 
of sets of activities associated with each secret share of a first plurality of secret shares 
used to store a first entity identity corresponding to the first entity (i.e., Secret splitting 
splits a secret, in this case the value of electronic token, into multiple pieces. None of 
the parties to the secret can learn the secret without all cooperating with one another to 
combine their secret pieces. Each secret piece is valueless on its own, as well as 
meaningless to anyone without all the other secret pieces. Because each electronic 
token half is valueless by itself, buyer 16 is protected from unauthorized redemptions of 
electronic tokens by seller 17. When session serial numbers are added to the electronic 
token halves, both bank 18 and buyer 17 are protected from double spending. 
Referring again to FIGS. 4A and 4B, for simplicity steps 1018-1024 show only one 
electronic token being split in half at a time; however, the present invention is consistent 
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with many electronic tokens being split at once. First, during step 1020, bank 18 selects 
one of the signed electronic tokens to be split using secret splitting, see col. 7 lines 45- 
65, also see col.2 lines 18-48) (see the abstract and the summary of the invention), and 
wherein a specific identity of the entity is kept private so that while specific 
knowledge of the past activities are known by the seller, the past activities are not 
directly associated with specific identity of the entity (i.e., anonymity, see col. 6 
lines 40-48). Krsul does not explicitly disclose generating a set of recommendations 
based on the estimated activities list and providing the set of recommendations to the 
first entity; and controlling recommendation accuracy by modifying usage, number of 
activities and a size of a number of possible secret share sets for any given entity 
identity. However, the disclosed prior art discloses generating a set of recommendations 
based on the estimated activities list and providing the set of recommendations to the 
first entity; and controlling recommendation accuracy by modifying usage, number of 
activities and a size of a number of possible secret share sets for any given entity 
identity (i.e., Based on the knowledge of what products or services are being acquired, 
the provider 104 can often supply one or more recommendations to the entity. That is, if 
an entity purchases, for example, tickets to a classical music concert, the provider may 
be able to recommend other classical music concerts or even other products, such as 
recordings of classical music. As providers become more familiar with additional specific 
activities performed by specific entities within the electronic commerce system (i.e., 
develop profiles about the entities), they can further refine their recommendations so as 
to provide more targeted or relevant recommendations with increased likelihood that the 
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specific entities will follow up on the recommendations, see paras 0004 of the 
background of the invention, also see fig. 1 of applicant's drawings). Thus it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the secret splitting scheme 
disclosed by krsul with the old and well-known recommendation technique disclosed in 
the applicant's background of the invention and fig. 1 (prior art) to provide security and 
low transaction overhead for both buyers and sellers, while still providing buyer 
anonymity. 

Re claim 4. Claim 4 recites similar limitations to one of the limitations recited in claim 1 
and thus rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of that limitation in 
claim 1. 

Re claim 6. Krsul further discloses the method wherein generating the estimated 
activities list further comprises: retrieving, by an anonymity service provider in 
communication with the first entity and each of the first portion of the plurality of 
shareholders (i.e., providing anonymity to buyer, and preventing sellers from building a 
dossier about the buyer, see col.6 lines 40-48), the plurality of profiles from the first 
portion of the plurality of shareholders; and calculating, by the anonymity service 
provider, the intersection by determining common activities that are found within each 
of the plurality of profiles (i.e., using its computer network bank 18 generates a first 
token half for the buyer. This is done by generating a random electronic string P whose 
bit length is equal to that of the selected signed token. The random string P is then 
used to create the second token half for the signed electronic token. Using its 
computer network, bank 18 generates the second electronic token half, Q, by 
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performing a bitwise XOR of S. sub. BP (T) and P, resulting in Q. Neither the first 
electronic token half, P, nor the second electronic token half, Q, have any value of 
themselves; however, they can be combined together by a bitwise XOR to obtain 
S. sub. BP (T). This prevents seller 17 from redeeming tokens without the consent of 
buyer 16, as well as protecting seller 17 from double-spending by buyer 16. Note also, 
that buyer 16 can use her electronic tokens only for purchases with the selected seller. 
If she wishes to do business with another seller, she must obtain another, different set 
of token halves, col. 8 lines 1-15). 

Re claim 7. Krsul further discloses the method of claim 3, wherein the at least one 
activity includes purchase of at least one digital product (i.e., Note also, that buyer 16 
can use her electronic tokens only for purchases with the selected seller. If she wishes 
to do business with another seller, she must obtain another; different set of token 
halves, col. 8 lines 5-15). 

Re claims 8-10. Krsul further discloses an apparatus for use in a commerce system 
comprising a plurality of entities each having an associated entity identity that is stored 
as a plurality of secret shares amongst at least a portion of a plurality of shareholders 
(i.e., the present invention result from splitting the electronic tokens in half using secret 
splitting. Secret splitting splits a secret, in this case the value of electronic token, into 
multiple pieces. None of the parties to the secret can learn the secret without all 
cooperating with one another to combine their secret pieces. Each secret piece is 
valueless on its own, as well as meaningless to anyone without all the other secret 
pieces. Because each electronic token half is valueless by itself, buyer 16 is protected 
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from unauthorized redemptions of electronic tokens by seller 17. When session serial 
numbers are added to the electronic token halves, both bank 18 and buyer 17 are 
protected from double spending, see col. 7 lines 45-65, see col.2 lines 18-48, also see 
the abstract for secret splitting of electronic token between buyers and sellers), 
wherein each plurality of secret shares comprises a subset of a finite set of secret 
share values (i.e. Secret splitting splits a secret, in this case the value of electronic 
token, into multiple pieces, see col. 7 lines 45-55, also see col.2 lines 18-48), the 
apparatus comprising: means for associating, for each entity of the plurality of entities, 
at least one activity conducted by the entity within the commerce system with each of 
the plurality of secret shares used to store the entity identity corresponding to the entity 
such that each secret share of the finite set of secret share values has associated 
therewith a set of activities from at least a portion of the plurality of entities; means for 
receiving sets of activities associated with each secret share of a first plurality of secret 
shares used to store a first entity identity corresponding to a first entity; and means, 
coupled to the means for receiving, for generating an estimated activities list, for the 
first entity, comprising an intersection of the sets of activities (i.e., Secret splitting splits 
a secret, in this case the value of electronic token, into multiple pieces. None of the 
parties to the secret can learn the secret without all cooperating with one another to 
combine their secret pieces. Each secret piece is valueless on its own, as well as 
meaningless to anyone without all the other secret pieces. Because each electronic 
token half is valueless by itself, buyer 16 is protected from unauthorized redemptions of 
electronic tokens by seller 17. When session serial numbers are added to the 
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electronic token halves, both bank 18 and buyer 17 are protected from double 
spending. Referring again to FIGS. 4A and 4B, for simplicity steps 1018-1024 show 
only one electronic token being split in half at a time; however, the present invention is 
consistent with many electronic tokens being split at once. First, during step 1020, 
bank 18 selects one of the signed electronic tokens to be split using secret splitting, 
see col. 7 lines 45-65, also see col. 2 lines 18-48) (see the abstract and the summary of 
the invention), and wherein a specific identity of the entity is kept private so that 
while specific knowledge of the past activities are known by the seller, the past 
activities are not directly associated with specific identity of the entity (i.e., 
anonymity, see col.6 lines 40-48) . Krsul does not explicitly disclose means for 
generating a set of recommendations based on the estimated activities list, means 
coupled to the means for generating the set of recommendations, for providing the set 
of recommendations to the first entity, and means for controlling recommendation 
accuracy by modifying usage, number of activities and a size of a number of possible 
secret share sets for any given entity identity. However, the disclosed prior art makes 
this disclosure (i.e., Based on the knowledge of what products or services are being 
acquired, the provider 104 can often supply one or more recommendations to the 
entity. That is, if an entity purchases, for example, tickets to a classical music concert, 
the provider may be able to recommend other classical music concerts or even other 
products, such as recordings of classical music. As providers become more familiar 
with additional specific activities performed by specific entities within the electronic 
commerce system (i.e., develop profiles about the entities), they can further refine their 
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recommendations so as to provide more targeted or relevant recommendations with, 
increased likelihood that the specific entities will follow up on the recommendations, 
see paras 0004 of the background of the invention). Thus it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the secret splitting scheme disclosed by 
krsul with the old and well-known recommendation technique disclosed in the 
applicant's background of the -invention and fig.1 to associate the recommendation 
with the secret shares of the entity, since Krsul already discloses secret shares via 
secret splitting, to provide security and low transaction overhead for both buyers and 
sellers, while still providing buyer anonymity. 

Re claim 11. Claim 1 1 recites similar limitations to claim 6 and thus rejected using the 
same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 6. 

Response to Arguments 
7. The applicant has amendment the claims to include a new limitation: "wherein a 
specific identity of the entity is kept private so that while specific knowledge of 
the past activities are known by the seller, the past activities are not directly 
associated with specific identity of the entity." The newly added limitation is unclear 
to the examiner because of the recitation of the phrase " the past activities are known 
by the seller," the examiner does not understand what seller the applicant is referring 
to. Appropriate correction is required. 

Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to OJO O. OYEBISI whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 8298. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30A.M-5:30P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, JAMES TRAMMELL can be reached on (571)272-6712. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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